Powerful stereotypes exist about how female rape victims should act. For example, victims are expected to physically resist their attacker and immediately report their assault. In reality, some victims are too shocked to physically resist or too traumatized to immediately go to the police. However, violations of rape-victim stereotypes can undermine fair prosecution outcomes, especially for acquaintance-rape victims. In the current research, we examined the influence of perceivers' cultural similarity to the perpetrator, and violations of rape-victim stereotypes, on victim and perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood. We varied an acquaintance-rape scenario, to present stereotypical/counterstereotypical rapevictim behaviour, and the cultural similarity/dissimilarity of perpetrators to participants, who were White-Australian women and men, aged between 18 and 74 (N = 237). In the victimstereotypic condition, reactions did not vary as a function of perpetrator-cultural similarity.
doubt (Brewer, 1999) . When a victim's behaviour is stereotypic and minimal ambiguity about what occurred exists, perpetrator similarity may be less likely to have a bearing on how rape is perceived. Considering the pernicious effects of rape-victim stereotypes, it is important to gain a greater understanding of whether rape stereotypes are likely to be applied to defend similar versus dissimilar perpetrators.
Overview of the Current Study
In the present research, we examined whether ratings of victim and perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood varied as a function of whether victim behaviour was described as stereotypical or counterstereotypical, and whether the perpetrator was described as similar or dissimilar to participants. To examine our hypotheses, we adapted the summary of a court case involving acquaintance rape that McKimmie et al. (2014) used. We manipulated perpetrator similarity to the participants by varying the target's cultural background; all participants were Australians from the ethnically-White majority.
Australia, like the United States, is a settler society and Indigenous Australians represent 2.5 percent of the population (ABS, 2012b) . Historically, most migration has been from Europe. Since the 1970s, migration from Asia and other parts of the world has increased. Over 300 ancestries were identified in the last census, and the most commonly reported (with a maximum of two ancestries per person recorded) was English (36%) and Australian (35%). Six of the top ten ancestries reported reflected European heritage; the remaining two were Chinese (4%) and Indian (2%; ABS, 2012c). The majority of the population reported a Christian affiliation (61%); the next largest group (22%) reported no religious affiliation. Just over 7% of the population reported non-Christian, with Buddhism (2.5%), Islam (2.2%), and Hinduism (1.3%), the top three alternative religions (ABS, 2012c) .
The majority of Australians (81%) reported speaking only English at home, while only 2% reported speaking no English (ABS, 2012c).
As in other multicultural societies (Brubaker, 2001; Reicher & Hopkins, 2001) , cultural background (signified by ethnicity, religion and/or language), is an important dimension for making judgments about similarity to and difference from others within Australia (Dunn, Forrest, Burnley, & McDonald, 2004 ). One's cultural background is also known to influence outcomes within the criminal justice system (Poynting & Mason, 2006; Warner, 2004) , making it a particularly important dimension of similarity to examine. McKimmie et al. (2014) , did not explicitly examine the cultural similarity of the accused perpetrator to the participants (the majority of whom were Australians with an ethnically-White background). However, similarity was implied through the perpetrator's stereotypically White name, Jim. To manipulate cultural similarity for the current research, we systematically varied the name and nationality of the perpetrator to majority-White participants. We described targets as being from a culturally similar Western background (America, England), or from a culturally dissimilar Eastern background (India, Pakistan), and adapted names accordingly. Following McKimmie et al. (2014) , we also varied the stereotypicality of the rape victim's behaviour.
As we were using cultural background to manipulate perpetrator similarity, we included a measure of racial prejudice to control for potential effects associated with negative outgroup bias. In the United States, negative stereotypes that Black men are inclined to rape White women exist (cf. George & Martinez, 2002) . In Australia, it is possible that beliefs that ethnic minority men pose a threat to the safety of White women could also influence responses. In recent years, Muslim men in particular have been singled out and labeled misogynistic or sexist and viewed as posing a threat to Australia's egalitarian culture (Ho, 2007) . While we did not emphasise the Muslim background of dissimilar perpetrators (e.g., those from Pakistan), we were aware that responding could nevertheless have been tainted by negative-outgroup bias, justifying our inclusion of racial prejudice as a covariate.
Study Design and Hypotheses
In the current study, we implemented a 2 (Perpetrator-Cultural Similarity: similar, dissimilar) x 2 (Victim Stereotypicality: stereotypic, counterstereotypic) x 2 (Participant Gender: male, female) between-participants design. We predicted a victim-stereotypicality by perpetrator-cultural-similarity interaction. When the victim's behaviour conformed to stereotypes (victim stereotypic), we did not expect perpetrator and victim evaluations to vary with perpetrator-cultural similarity (Hypothesis 1). However, when the victim's behaviour did not conform to stereotypes (victim counterstereotypic), we predicted that victim blame would be greater, and that perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood would be less, among culturally similar, compared to culturally dissimilar, perpetrators (Hypothesis 2). We also predicted that reduced punishment severity and guilt likelihood for culturally similar perpetrators in the counterstereotypic-victim condition would be explained by the increase in victim blame and decrease in perpetrator blame (Hypothesis 3).
We did not expect the perpetrator-cultural-similarity by victim-stereotypicality interaction to be moderated by participant gender. McKimmie et al. (2014) reported participant gender did not moderate the interaction between rape type and victim stereotypicality. They reported there were tendencies for women and men to seek to protect culturally similar perpetrators from allegations of rape (for related findings, see Heath et al., 2011 ). For the current research, we predicted that women, like men, would use counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to excuse culturally similar perpetrators (Hypothesis 4).
However, based on men's gender-based similarity to perpetrators (and gender-based dissimilarity to victims), and past research showing that men are more likely than women to blame women for being raped and/or more likely to recommend shorter sentences for male perpetrators (George & Martinez, 2002; Workman & Freeburg, 1999; see Grubb & Harrower, 2008; Suarez & Gadallla, 2010 for meta-analyses), we predicted main effects for participant gender. We expected men to be more positive towards perpetrators and less positive towards victims than women (Hypothesis 5).
Method
The Ethical Review Committee of The University of Queensland approved the study.
Participants' indicated their consent at two points: (1) by clicking the ">>" icon at the bottom of the online consent form, and (2) by submitting of the completed survey. A professional survey company (Qualtrics) administered the survey online and managed risks associated with the potential for online confidentiality breaches. At no point was personally identifying information (e.g., names, email addresses) of participants provided to researchers. These procedures attend to the guidelines established by the Board of Scientific Affairs Advisory Group on conducting research on the internet (Kraut et al., 2004) . We conducted all analyses using SPSS Statistics 22 software.
Participants
Australian community participants were recruited to complete the survey online by Qualtrics. The majority of Australians have access to the internet (83%), and those who do not tend to have lower levels of education (ABS, 2014a). The survey was advertised to a national sample as being about "perceptions of defendants and complainants of rape," and participant compensation was determined and administered by Qualtrics. Qualtrics does not disclose how much participants receive for completing the survey.
For inclusion in the initial analyses, we screened two hundred and ninety-nine adult participants who identified that they were Australian citizens from an ethnically White background (i.e., White skinned/of European origin). Of the four-hundred and sixty-four adult participants initially collected, 49 were not Australian citizens and a further 116 were not ethnically White.
Women constituted 53.8% of the final sample (161 females vs. 138 males), roughly the same as in the Australian population as a whole (50.2% female; ABS, 2014b).
Participants ranged in age from 18 to 81 years, with a mean age of 47 years (SD = 14) and a median age of 48 years. The median age for the Australian population (including those under 18) is 37.3 years (ABS, 2014b) . Participants had varying levels of educational attainment (38% high school; 30.4% Technical and Further Education (TAFE), 31.5% undergraduate degree or above). While the percentage of this sample with a postschool qualification was roughly equivalent to the population as a whole (62% vs. 59% respectively), the percentage of those with an undergraduate degree or above was higher in this sample than in the population as a whole (31.5% vs. 24%, respectively; ABS, 2008).
Materials and Procedure
Perpetrator-cultural similarity manipulation. We used two origin countries, and two perpetrator names for each country, for both levels of perpetrator-cultural similarity, to ensure effects could not be attributed to individual countries and/or perpetrator names. For the culturally similar perpetrators, the two origin countries (and names) were England (James/Andrew) and America (Michael/Daniel). England and America, like Australia, are "Western" countries (Arnason, 2003) , with majority White European populations of Christian heritage and English as the predominant language. India (Sanjiv/Padmesh) and Pakistan (Ahmed/Zahid) were the origin countries (and names) for the culturally dissimilar perpetrators. India and Pakistan, unlike Australia, are "Eastern" countries (Arnason, 2003) , whose predominate ethnic, religious, and language traditions are different from those in Australia. Individuals from these backgrounds within Australia fit within one or more of the major cultural outgroups (i.e., that of "Asian" and/or "Muslim," see Dunn et al., 2004) .
Victim stereotypicality manipulation. We manipulated the stereotypicality of the victim's behaviour by varying whether or not she physically resisted the attacker, and whether or not she was fully cooperative with police in their investigations. Previous research has shown that physical resistance is positively correlated with both a woman's likelihood of reporting her assault to the police (Du Mont, Miller, & Myhr, 2003) , and with the successful prosecution of rape cases (Gunn & Linden, 1997) , indicating that this behaviour is considered stereotypic of rape victims. Previous research has also shown that people expect victims to be fully cooperative with police investigations (Masser, Lee, & McKimmie, 2010 We also provided extra information to manipulate the cultural background of the defendant. The defendant was described as on a temporary work visa from one of the foreign countries used, and in the scenario we explicitly mentioned the Australian background of the complainant. We noted that the alleged rape occurred following a work Christmas party; the scenario McKimmie and colleagues (2014) used referred only to a party. We included the work Christmas party as a reference to the Western cultural context of the alleged crime, rather than a religious reference. In Australia, where the importance of religion has declined (in contrast to the United States; see Norris & Inglehart, 2011) , Christmas has become a secular custom (albeit one with a Christian heritage). Thus Christmas, which also coincides with the start of an extended summer holiday, is commonly celebrated in the workplace without reference to religion (Voloder, 2012) . Participants read the following scenario: Measures. Following the scenarios, participants were asked to write about their impressions of the case before completing the dependent measures. Where multiple items were used, we calculated the composite score as a mean (see Table 1 for correlations between measures). After this, participants completed manipulation checks, measures of racial prejudice, and demographic items.
We measured the extent to which participants believed the perpetrator was guilty of rape, guilt likelihood, with a single item: "How likely is it that the defendant is guilty of rape?" Participants responded on a scale from 1 (not at all) to 7 (very much), adapted from a measure used by McKimmie et al. (2014) . We also measured whether the punishment was appropriate for the perpetrator if they were found guilty, punishment severity, with a single item: "If a jury found the defendant guilty of rape, how severe do you think his punishment should be?" Participants responded on a scale from 1 (not at all severe) to 7 (very severe).
We adapted this item from a measure used by George and Martinez (2002) .
To measure perpetrator and victim blame, we adapted items from McKimmie et al. Manipulation checks. We used four items (two reverse scored) to measure the cultural similarity manipulation (e.g., "I feel similar to the defendant," "I feel that I would
Results

Data Analysis Plan
Our analyses followed three phases. In the first phase, we performed preliminary analyses of manipulations and measures. In the second phase, we performed ANCOVAs (analyses of covariance) and simple-effects analyses, to test Hypotheses 1, 2, 4 and 5. In the third phase, we ran moderated mediations, to test Hypothesis 3. For the ANCOVAs (including simple-effects analyses) and moderated mediations, we included racial prejudice as a covariate, to control for potential effects associated with resentment/hostility towards members of cultural/ethnic outgroups.
Preliminary Analyses of Manipulations and Measures
Of the 299 White-Australian citizens that we screened for inclusion in the initial analyses, we excluded 59 participants (19.7%) who incorrectly answered the question regarding the perpetrators' country of origin. Of the remaining participants, we excluded another three participants who incorrectly answered the question regarding the victims' country of origin, leaving 237 participants for the final analyses (105 men, 132 women; Mage = 45.65, SD = 13.68; 39.2% high school, 28.3% TAFE, 32.5% undergraduate degree or higher). Of the remaining 237 participants, 23 (9.7%) reported prior jury service, however we found that results were unaffected in preliminary analyses, and it was not considered further.
For both the victim-stereotypic and victim-counterstereotypic conditions, the number of male and female participants in the two perpetrator-cultural similarity conditions did not significantly differ, χ 2 (1) < .57, ps > .45. The sample size provided adequate power (.8) to identify effect sizes corresponding to partial eta-squared equal to .03.
The different countries used may have affected perceptions of perpetrator-cultural similarity; we compared the culturally similar (America, England) and the culturally dissimilar (India, Pakistan) countries on the perpetrator-cultural similarity measure, and found no effects. There were no perpetrator-cultural-similarity effects when we compared the two names used for each country. Thus, we did not include the two countries (within each of the two levels of perpetrator-cultural similarity) and two perpetrator names (within each of the four countries used) in subsequent analyses. Finally, there were no differences for victim stereotypicality when we compared the two victim names, so we did not include individual victim names in subsequent analyses.
Perceived perpetrator-cultural similarity and perceived victim stereotypicality.
To determine whether the manipulation of perpetrator-cultural similarity and victim stereotypicality had the effects anticipated, we conducted 2 (Perpetrator-Cultural Similarity)
x 2 (Victim Stereotypicality) x 2 (Participant Gender) analysis of variances (ANOVAs) on the manipulation checks. For perpetrator-cultural similarity, the manipulation had the Racial prejudice, perceived rapist stereotypicality and perceived victim similarity. In addition to manipulation checks, we used the same 2 x 2 x 2 ANOVAs to examine whether there were effects of the experimental conditions on racial prejudice, perceived rapist stereotypicality, and perceived victim similarity. For racial prejudice, there were no effects relating to the experimental conditions or participant gender (all ps > .23). Correlations. To ensure that relations between the measures of victim blame, perpetrator blame, punishment severity, guilt likelihood, and the racial prejudice covariate, were in expected directions, we performed correlational analyses. Table 1 shows correlations between the measures, which were all in expected directions. Victim blame was negatively correlated with perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood. Perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood were all positively correlated. The highest correlation was between perpetrator blame and guilt likelihood (r = .68). Racial prejudice was positively correlated with victim blame, and negatively correlated with perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood, consistent with patterns found between racial prejudice and reactions to rape by George and Martinez (2002) .
Testing the Effects of the Manipulations
We performed separate analyses of covariance (ANCOVAs), using a 2 (PerpetratorCultural Similarity) x 2 (Victim Stereotypicality) x 2 (Participant Gender) design, with racial prejudice as a covariate 1 , for the key measures of victim blame, perpetrator blame, punishment severity and guilt likelihood. The ANCOVAs (in addition to simple-effects analyses) allowed us to test whether perpetrator-cultural similarity influenced rape evaluations in the counterstereotypic-victim condition (Hypothesis 2), but not in the stereotypic-victim condition (Hypothesis 1). We followed up the ANCOVAs with simpleeffects analyses, comparing means between the two levels of perpetrator-cultural similarity, within each level of victim-stereotypicality. The same ANCOVAs also allowed us to test whether women, like men, used counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to excuse culturally similar perpetrators (Hypothesis 4), and whether men's responses were more favourable towards perpetrators, and less favourable towards victims, than women's (Hypothesis 5).
Findings from the ANCOVAs revealed consistent effects. As shown in Table 2 , the predicted interaction between victim stereotypicality and perpetrator-cultural similarity was significant for victim blame, perpetrator blame, and punishment severity. For guilt likelihood, the interaction trended in the predicted direction but was not significant (p = .061). Simple-effects analyses revealed that in the victimstereotypic condition, there were no significant differences in victim blame, perpetrator blame, punishment severity, or guilt likelihood for culturally similar, compared to culturally dissimilar, perpetrators, consistent with Hypothesis 1. However, in the victim counterstereotypic condition, significant differences were found on all measures. That is, victim blame was greater, and perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood were less for culturally similar perpetrators, than for culturally dissimilar perpetrators. These results were consistent with Hypothesis 2, although the results for guilt likelihood should be treated with caution due to the marginal interaction.
Findings from the ANCOVAs also revealed that the perpetrator-cultural similarity by victim stereotypicality interactions were not moderated by participant gender; no significant three-way interactions for any of the four key measures were revealed (all ps > .32). These 
Moderated Mediations
To test Hypothesis 3, we conducted moderated mediations analysis (with victim blame and perpetrator blame as parallel mediators) on the measures of punishment severity and guilt likelihood. We tested the mediators in parallel using Hayes' (2013) "Process" macro for SPSS (with 5000 bootstrap samples). For punishment severity, as shown in Figure 1 (Panel A), when we entered both mediators (victim blame and perpetrator blame) into the model, the significant interaction effect for punishment severity became non-significant. Bias 
Discussion
Previous research has shown that counterstereotypic-victim behaviour is more likely to negatively affect a rape victim's case in the context of acquaintance, as opposed to stranger, rape (McKimmie et al., 2014 ). In the current study, we investigated whether the negative impact of counterstereotypic-victim behaviour occurs more when perceivers are similar to perpetrators, than in the context of acquaintance rape. Predictions were based on theorising within the social identity tradition (Tajfel & Turner, 1986; Turner et al., 1987) , and related findings on ingroup bias (cf. Brewer, 1999; Harrison et al., 2008) , showing that bias effects are most pronounced when there is information that could be used to generate doubt about what occurred. Participants were presented with a summary of an acquaintance-rape case. We manipulated perpetrator similarity by describing defendants as being from either similar (Western) or dissimilar (Eastern) backgrounds to White-Australian participants, and complainant behaviour as either conforming (stereotypic) or not conforming (counterstereotypic) to expectations of rape victims. We assessed participant's ratings of victim and perpetrator blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihood.
Consistent with predictions, when victim behaviour was stereotypic, victim and perpetrator evaluations did not vary as a function of perpetrator-cultural similarity. When victim behaviour was counterstereotypic, victim blame was higher and perpetrator blame and punishment severity lower, for culturally similar, compared to culturally dissimilar, perpetrators. Predictions for the measure of guilt likelihood were not supported in the ANCOVA, as the perpetrator-cultural similarity by victim stereotypicality interaction trended in the predicted direction but was not significant. However, the predicted interaction for guilt likelihood was significant using bootstrapping, a more robust technique requiring fewer assumptions about the data (Erceg-Hurn & Mirosevich, 2008) . Also consistent with predictions, moderated mediation revealed that reduced punishment severity and guilt likelihood for culturally similar perpetrators in the counterstereotypic-victim condition could be explained by increased victim blame and decreased perpetrator blame.
We also predicted that two-way interactions would not be moderated by participant gender. As predicted, no significant three-way interactions involving participant gender for the measures of victim blame, perpetrator blame, punishment severity, or guilt likelihood were revealed. Women, like men, used counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to excuse culturally similar perpetrators.
Finally, we predicted that, based on men's gender-based similarity to perpetrators (and gender-based dissimilarity to victims), men would have more positive evaluations of perpetrators, and less positive evaluations of victims, than women. This hypothesis was not supported, as there were no significant differences between men's and women's responses for the measure of victim blame, perpetrator blame, punishment severity, or guilt likelihood.
While meta-analyses have shown that men are more likely to endorse victim blame than women (Anderson, Cooper, & Okamura, 1997; Suarez & Gadalla, 2010) , it is also the case that women's own experience of rape, or exposure to rape victims, attenuates their rape acceptance (Anderson et al., 1997 ). As we relied on a self-selected sample in the current research, it is possible that the lack of gender differences occurred because women who had been victims of rape chose not to participate.
Another possible explanation for the lack of gender differences is that the cultural similarity manipulation minimized gender salience. Had we described similar perpetrators as Australian (like the victim), rather than American or English, the salience of culture may have been reduced and the salience of gender may have increased, leading to the emergence of more typical gender differences. Consistent with this possibility, findings from the manipulation check for perpetrator-cultural similarity revealed no main effects or interactions involving participant gender. It is also possible that because the scenario depicted a woman violating traditional gender roles (e.g., by going back to the apartment of a man she did not know well), that participants' endorsement of traditional gender-role beliefs (e.g., benevolent sexism; cf. Glick & Fiske, 1996) was more important for predicting their reactions than participant gender (cf. Viki, Abrams, & Masser, 2004) . Whatever the reason for the lack of significant gender differences, they do reveal that women's responses can be difficult to distinguish from men's, and therefore that both men's and women's views about rape (especially the legitimacy of finding excuses for rape when perpetrators are culturally similar) need to be challenged.
Practice Implications
The harmful effects of prescriptive stereotypes for rape victims are widely recognized (Grubb & Turner, 2012; Suarez & Gadalla, 2010) . Our research findings are the first to demonstrate that violating these stereotypes is more likely to undermine the case of a victim who alleges rape against a perpetrator perceivers view as culturally similar to themselves.
Our findings highlight the importance of finding ways to tackle the biased application of rape-victim stereotypes. While this is unlikely to be easy, research on the black-sheep effect (see Marques & Paez, 1994 for a review) shows that making excuses for ingroup (i.e., similar) perpetrators is not inevitable. Rather, where norms against certain behaviour are clear, sanctions against ingroup violators can be even more severe than those experienced by members of outgroups (Marques, Yzerbyt, & Leyens, 1988) .
Efforts by activists and those in the media to highlight and challenge the greater tolerance of rape when it is committed by culturally similar perpetrators, especially when a victim's behaviour is counterstereotypic, are needed (cf. Fabiano, Perkins, Berkowitz, Linkenbach, & Stark, 2003) . Efforts that are likely to be effective in this regard include challenging beliefs that "ordinary" (i.e., relatable) men are unlikely to commit rape, as well as shifting the responsibility for rape prevention away from victims (and therefore victim behaviour) towards men as potential perpetrators (Lonsway, 1996) . Rape prevention programs in college communities that teach men to be positive bystanders have shown great potential for reducing rape-supportive attitudes and behaviours (e.g., see Banyard, Moynihan, & Crossman, 2009; Foubert, Godin, & Tatum, 2009; Gidycz, Orchowski, & Berkowitz, 2011) .
The implications of the findings for men's and women's reactions to rape cases that involve people other than themselves are similar. For men as potential perpetrators, the reduced likelihood of seeing the behaviour of a culturally similar perpetrator in the victimcounterstereotypic condition as problematic, suggests that men also may be less likely to regard their own behaviour in such circumstances as consistent with rape. For women as potential victims, the increased likelihood of applying rape-victim stereotypes to protect culturally similar perpetrators, suggests that women may also be more likely to blame themselves for rape in such circumstances (cf. Heath et al., 2011) . As self-blame has been negatively linked to reporting rape (Starzynski, Ullman, Filipas, & Townsend, 2005) , women may also be less likely to report a rape that is committed by a culturally similar perpetrator.
For those working with rape victims in the aftermath of an assault, including therapists, counsellors, and the police, a consideration of the negative effect that a perpetrator's cultural similarity may have on a victim's interpretation of events, and intentions to report the assault, may be warranted.
Limitations and Future Directions
In the current study, we varied the cultural similarity of perpetrators to WhiteAustralian participants, however we did not vary the Australian background of the victim, and we implied that she was ethnically White by giving her a stereotypically White name (Rebecca/Emily). In addition to perpetrator similarity, we also varied whether or not the depicted rape was interethnic or intraethnic. Rather than positive ingroup bias, our results could therefore reflect negative stereotypes that racial/ethnic-minority men are more likely to rape White women. However, such negative stereotypes are unlikely to provide an explanation of our findings because: (1) results were independent of the measure of racial prejudice (negative-outgroup bias); (2) culturally-different perpetrators were not rated as more stereotypic of rapists than culturally similar perpetrators; and (3) differences in rape perceptions based on perpetrator similarity (ethnicity) were limited to the victimcounterstereotypic condition. Had bias towards culturally similar perpetrators occurred across the victim-stereotypicality conditions, negative stereotypes that ethnic-minority men are more likely to rape White women would have provided a more plausible explanation.
Our findings do appear to reflect prejudice based on positive ingroup bias (cf. Brewer, 1999; Harrison et al., 2008) . However to establish the generalizability of the ingroup bias effects shown here beyond a White Australian sample, additional research is needed to examine whether participants from alternative ethnic backgrounds show equivalent bias towards similar perpetrators. Determining how and whether responses are affected by varying the cultural similarity of a rape victim vis-à-vis perceivers will also be important. Research by Harrison et al. (2008) described in the Introduction, has shown that people are less willing to use counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to undermine an ingroup victim's rape claim.
When victims are from a different cultural background to perceivers, it is possible that bias towards culturally similar perpetrators is even larger. Indeed, reduced similarity to victims may provide an even greater basis for participants to feel similar to perpetrators, increasing their tendencies to use a victim's violation of rape-victim stereotypes in a perpetrator's defence (see George & Martinez, 2002 for findings that white perpetrators faced reduced culpability for interracial, rather than intraracial, rape).
Future research could also be used to examine whether reactions to rape are affected when both the perpetrator and the victim are from a different cultural background to perceivers. In this type of scenario, cultural salience might be reduced and the salience of gender increased, highlighting men's (but not women's) similarity towards perpetrators. This could in turn increase men's likelihood of using violations of rape-victim stereotypes to defend culturally dissimilar perpetrator. However, contrary to their predictions, research in the United States by George and Martinez (2002) found that the culpability of Black perpetrators (as judged by predominantly White participants) was actually greater when rape involved a Black-as opposed to a White-female victim. Nonetheless, this specific pattern of findings may depend on prejudice toward White women who associate with men from alternative ethnic/racial groups (cf. George & Martinez, 2002) . Going beyond the typical male perpetrator and female victim case of rape will also be important for determining the broader applicability of the current findings.
In the current research, we described dissimilar perpetrators as being of either Indian or Pakistani origin. Indians and Pakistanis are not distinct outgroups in Australia, but fit into one or two (i.e., "Asian" or "Muslim") of the five major cultural outgroups (Dunn et al., 2004) . Our findings indicate that participants saw perpetrators of Indian and Pakistani origin as equally dissimilar and, as discussed above, effects were unlikely to be due to racial prejudice (negative outgroup bias). However, had the "Muslim" background of perpetrators (e.g., from Pakistan) been emphasised, racial prejudice may have played a greater role.
Compared to other cultural outgroups, Muslims in Australia face high levels of intolerance, and are especially likely to be regarded as sexist (Dunn et al., 2004; Ho, 2007) . Future research is needed to determine whether racial prejudice for perpetrators from particularly derided outgroups has an additional effect on how a rape victim's case is perceived.
The current findings do not appear to reflect negative outgroup bias, however effect sizes in this research were generally small. Racial prejudice may have accounted for additional variance if we had measured it differently. To increase measurement accuracy, the general measures of racial prejudice we used could be adapted to relate specifically to the cultural groups examined. Alternatively, more implicit measures of racial prejudice could be used to limit socially desirable responding (e.g., the Implicit Association Test: Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz, 1998) . Beyond negative outgroup bias, future research might also examine the effects of strength of ingroup identification. Research has shown that people who identify strongly with their ingroups are more defensive in response to ingroup criticism (Doosje, Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 1998) . It is possible that those who identify particularly strongly with their cultural ingroup (e.g. Western/White), are also most likely to use counter-stereotypic victim behaviour in a culturally similar perpetrator's defence.
In the current research, we used cultural background to manipulate perpetrator similarity, however there are many bases upon which perceivers could feel similar to perpetrators. As outlined in the Introduction, researchers have found that being from the same university as perpetrators or victims affects how rape is perceived (Bal & van den Bos, 2010; Harrison et al., 2008) . Future research could examine whether similarity based on university membership is also associated with an increased use of counterstereotypic-victim behaviour in a perpetrator's defence. Beyond demographic categories, qualitative evidence suggests that perpetrator stereotypicality, which is likely to be greater in stranger-rape cases (Du Mont et al., 2003) , provides another basis for perceivers to make similarity judgements.
Future research could also explore whether dissimilarity to stereotypic perpetrators explains the diminished application of rape-victim stereotypes in stranger-rape contexts (cf.
McKimmie et al., 2014).
We attempted to make the summary of evidence of the court case in the current research as realistic as possible. However, studies based on written summaries of complex events can only capture a small part of the reality they seek to represent (Worell & Robinson, 1994) . Jurors in an actual court case would receive substantially more information on which to base their judgements, and caution in generalizing our findings to the outcomes of an actual court case is warranted. Our findings may be more relevant to understanding the effect of rape-victim stereotypes in other social contexts, such as a summary of a rape trial in the media (cf. Franiuk, Seefelt, Cepress, & Vandello, 2008) , or a retelling of events by peers. To increase generalizability for future studies, short written vignettes could be replaced with longer audio or video recordings of court cases utilizing trained actors. To increase experimental control, immersive virtual environment technology simulating actual court cases could also be utilized (cf. Blascovich et al., 2002) Future researchers might also use multi-item scales to measure guilt likelihood and punishment severity. While single-item measures for these types of evaluations have been used in previous research (e.g., George & Martinez, 2002; McKimmie et al., 2014) , multiitem measures would enable greater accuracy in the assessment of their meaning to participants. Implicit measures could also be incorporated in future research, such as the amount of physical distance desired from a rape defendant or complainant (cf. Bal & van den Bos, 2010) , to help limit a reliance on face-valid scales. Very few rape cases make it to court (Daly & Bouhours, 2010) , so examining the effect of perpetrator-cultural similarity in other contexts will also be important. As support from friends, family, social service providers and police are known to influence a victim's prosecution decisions (Anders & Christopher, 2011), they provide obvious next contexts to examine the effects of a perpetrator's cultural similarity. Using different contexts would also enable an examination of a broader range of responses, such as the type and extent of support victims receive in the aftermath of an assault, including whether or not they are supported in making a formal complaint.
Conclusions
The unhelpful social focus on how women as victims of rape should behave-rather than on the problematic behaviour of men as perpetrators-is reflected in the literature; the ways that women's behaviour can be used to excuse rape have been thoroughly reported.
While exposing the content of prescriptive stereotypes of rape victims is important, the current research shows that the impact of perceivers' use of these stereotypes is affected by who the perpetrator is-specifically, whether the perpetrator is from a cultural background that is similar to the background of perceivers. Finding effective ways to challenge the social norms that currently tolerate the use of counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to excuse culturally similar perpetrators is likely to be important for ensuring that greater justice is afforded to rape victims.
perpetrator blame did the significant interaction (p = .029) became a non-significant trend, (p = .066). 
